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REMARKS 

This is a full and timely response to the outstanding non-final Office Action 
ma led November 4, 2005. Reconsideration and allowance of the application and 
peifding claims are respectfully requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 ILS.CL § 103(a) 

Claims 1-7, 9-12, 14-28, 30-32, and 34-46 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Narasimhan (U.S. Patent 6,446,192) in 
viejv of Perholtz (U.S. Patent No. 5,732,212), Applicants respectfully traverse this 
rej< action. It is well-established at law that, for a proper rejection of a claim under 35 
U.JI.C, §103 as being obvious based upon a combination of references, the cited 
coi ibination of references must disclose, teach, or suggest, either implicitly or explicitly, 
all elements/features/steps of the claim at issue. See, e.g., In Re Dow Chemical, 5 
U,|.P,Q.2d 1529, 1531 (Fed. Cir. 1988), and in re Keller, 208 U.S.P.Q.2d 871, 881 
(C CPA. 1981). 



a. Claim 1 

As provided in independent claim 1, Applicants claim: 

An appliance for monitoring equipment comprising: 

first means for receiving data from said equipment; 

second means for receiving a set of configuration data, wherein 
said second means includes a communication module; and 

third means for processing said equipment data in 
accordance with a plurality of optional services, wherein said 
configuration data is adapted to enable or disable said optional 
services, wherein said appliance is adapted to restart upon receiving 
a restart signal from said communication module. 



(E: nphasis added). 
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Applicants Tespectfully submit that independent claim 1 is allowable for at 
lealtt the reason that Narasimhan in view of Perholtz does not disclose, teach, or 
suggest at least "third means for processing said equipment data in accordance with a 
plurality of optional services, wherein said configuration data is adapted to enable or 
disable said optional services, wherein said appliance is adapted to restart upon 
receiving a restart signal from said communication module," as recited and 
eir phasized above in claim 1. 

For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
is fttnnected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
internet for remote control and monitoring." Col. 6, lines 21-24. The chip 36 
implements all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
performance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
clients 30." Col. 6, lines 30-35. 

With regard to the Office Action, it alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan 
enclosure cited at col. 5, lines 49-62 discloses "third means for processing said 
equipment data in accordance with a plurality of optional services, wherein said 
configuration data is adapted to enable or disable said optional services, wherein said 
tp>liance is adapted to restart upon receiving a restart signal from said 
co nmunication module." However, this portion of the disclosure is describing a 
cli snt 30 and not the single integrated chip 36. Regardless, the client 30 does not 
ap jear to process equipment data based upon configuration data that is adapted to 
en ible or disable optional services. At most, Narasimhan teaches that the chip 36 
mi y be set up for different network interface options, but it clearly fails to teach or 
su ; rgest that processing of equipment data is able to be configured in accordance with 
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cor figuration data that is adapted to enable or disable .optional service, as described in 
the claim. See cols. 11-12, lines 49-39- 

Further, the Office Action acknowledges that Narasimhan fails to teach or 
suggest the feature "wherein said appliance is adapted to restart upon receiving a 
reslaxt signal from said communication module, " as recited in the claim. However, 
the| Office Action alleges that Perholtz discloses the feature. Office Action, page 10. 

With regard to Perholtz, it appears to teach at most that a remote computer or 
PC 2 monitors a host PC 10 and in so doing, the remote PC 2 may instruct the host PC 
10 to restart or re-boot. See col. 12, lines 16*32. This is not similar to the present 
sut ject matter, since Perholtz fails to teach or suggest that an appliance for monitoring 
eqt ipment is adapted to restart upon receiving a restart signal. Rather, Perholtz is 
mo :e akin to the situation of an equipment device restarting, and not the appliance 
moiitoring the equipment device. Therefore, Perholtz is legally imidequate to 
disclose the alleged feature. 

For at least these reasons, a prima facie case establishing an obviousness 
rejection by the proposed combination of Narasimhan in view of Perholtz has not 
be^jn made. Therefore, the rejection of claim 1 should be withdrawn. 

b. Claims 2-7, 9-12, and 14-20 

Because independent claim 1 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dependent claims 2-7, 9-12, and 14-20 (which depend from independent claim 1) are 
all< wable as a matter of law for at least the reason that dependent claims 2-7, 9-12, 
an<J 14-20 contain all the steps and features of independent claim 1. For at least this 
reaion, the rejections of claims 2-7, 9-12, and 14-20 should be withdrawn. 
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Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for the allowability of 
cl|ims 2-7, 9-12, and 14-20, these dependent claims recite further features and/or 
cc ubinations of features (as is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that 
ar ! patentably distinct from the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why 
th|se dependent claims are allowable. 

c Claim 21 

As provided in independent claim 21, Applicants claim: 

An appliance for monitoring equipment comprising: 
a data port for receiving data from said equipment; 
a communication module for receiving one or more software 
components, each software component for processing said 
equipment data in accordance with an optional service, and for 
receiving a set of configuration data adapted to enable or disable 
said software components', 

a memory for storing said software components; and 
a processor for executing said software components in 
accordance with said configuration data. 

(E; nphasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 21 is allowable for at 
ledfet the reason that Narasimhan in view of Perholtz does not disclose, teach, or 
sdgest at least M a communication module for receiving one or more software 
components, each software component for processing said equipment data in 
acc ordance with an optional service, and for receiving a set of configuration data 
adi pted to enable or disable said software components" and T, a processor for executing 
sai 1 software components in accordance with said configuration data," as recited and 
emphasized above in claim 2 1 . 

For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
Connected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
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ernet for remote control and monitoring, " Col. 6, lines 21-24. The chip 36 
'implements all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
formance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
aits 30." CoL 6, lines 30-35. 

With regard to the Office Action, it alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan 
cited at col. 1, lines 62-63 discloses "a communication module for i^ceiving 
3 or more software components, each software component for processing said 
equipment data in accordance with an optional service, and for receiving a set of 
lfiguration data adapted to enable or disable said software components." However, 
portion of the disclosure is describing a web server machine 20 of the background 
Moreover, the portion of the disclosure (e.g., FIG. 12) that allegedly discloses "a 
for executing said software components in accordance with said 
configuration data" is that of a single interface chip 36. Therefore, the Office Action 
s to state where the disclosure teaches an appliance for monitoring equipment that 
inqludes both these claimed elements. 

Also, it appears that Narasimhan teaches at most that a single network 
chip 36 may be connected to a device and set up for different network 
options, but it clearly fails to teach or suggest that processing of equipment 
is able to be configured in accordance with configuration data that is adapted to 
ble or disable optional service, as described in the claim. See cols. 11-12, Jines 49- 
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in view of Perholtz has not been made. For the aforementioned reasons, 
rejection of claim 21 should be withdrawn. 

d. Claim 22 

As provided in independent claim 22, Applicants claim: 

An appliance for monitoring one or more office equipment 
devices comprising: 

a data port for receiving data from an equipment device; 
software adapted primarily for monitoring said equipment 
devices, said software including one or more software components, 
each software component for processing equipment data in 
accordance with an optional service; 

a communication module for receiving a set of configuration 
data adapted to enable or disable said software components, wherein 
said software components comprise at least software with 
instructions for monitoring a different appliance; 
a memory for storing said software; and 

a processor for executing said software in accordance with 
said configuration data. 



(Ei iphasis added). 

Applicants respectfiilly submit that independent claim 22 is allowable for at 
t the reason that Narasimhan in view of Perholtz does not disclose, teach, or 
surest at least "software adapted primarily for monitoring said equipment devices, 
sai^ software including one or more software components, each software component 
processing equipment data in accordance with an optional service, 1 ' "a 
codununication module for receiving a set of configuration data adapted to enable or 
disable said software components, wherein said software components comprise at 
lea; t software with instructions for monitoring a different appliance," and "a processor 
for executing said software in accordance with said configuration data," as recited and 
em >hasized above in claim 22. 
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For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
is c onnected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
internet for remote control and monitoring." CoL 6, lines 21-24. The chip 36 
"im Dlements all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
per brmance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
clie its 30." CoL 6, lines 30-35. 

The Office Action alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan disclosure cited at 
col 1, lines 62-63 discloses ''software adapted primarily for monitoring said equipment 
de\ices, said software including one or more software components, each software 
cor Lponent for processing equipment data in accordance with an optional service." 
Ho vever, this portion of the disclosure is describings web server machine 20 of the 
bac cground art. The portion of the disclosure that allegedly discloses "a 
cor imunication module for receiving a set of configuration data adapted to enable or 
dis; ble said software components, wherein said software components comprise at 
leajt software with instructions for monitoring a different appliance" and "a processor 
for executing said software components in accordance with said configuration data" is 
tha of a single interface chip 36, as shown in FIG. 12. Therefore, the Office Action 
fail ? to state where the disclosure teaches an appliance for monitoring equipment that 
inc udes all of these claimed elements. 

Further, it appears that Narasimhan teaches at most that a single network 
int< rface chip 36 may be connected to a device and set up for different network 
into rface options, but it clearly fails to teach or suggest that processing of equipment 
dat i is able to be configured in accordance with configuration data that is adapted to 
ena Ae or disable optional service, as described in the claim, cola. 11-12, lines 49- 
39. 
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Lastly, the cited art of Perholtz fails to cure the deficiencies of the Narasimhan 
reference in suggesting or teaching all of the claimed features. Therefore, a prima facie 
cj ae establishing an obviousness rejection by the proposed combination of 
H irasimhan in view of Perholtz has not been made. For the aforementioned reasons, 
th i rejection of claim 22 should be withdrawn. 



Claim 23 



As provided in independent claim 23, Applicants claim: 

A system for monitoring equipment comprising: 

one or more monitoring appliances adapted to monitor said 
equipment, each monitoring appliance including: 

first means for receiving data from said equipment; 

second means for receiving a set of configuration data; and 

third means for processing said equipment data in 
accordance with a plurality of optional services, wherein said 
configuration data is adapted to enable or disable said optional 
services, wherein said third means includes: 

software for processing said equipment data, said software 
including one or more software components, each software 
component for performing an optional service, wherein said 
software is adapted to restart said monitoring appliance after 
receiving and storing said configuration data; 

a memory for storing said software; and 

a processor for executing said software in accordance with 
said configuration data, which is adapted to enable or disable said 
software components; and 

fourth means for transmitting said configuration data to said 
monitoring appliances. 



(Ejjnphasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 23 is allowable for at 
leafet the reason that Narasimhan in view of Perholtz does not disclose, teach, or 
suggest at least "third means for processing said equipment data in accordance with a 
pk rality of optional services, wherein said configuration data is adapted to enable or 
disable said optional services, wherein said third means includes: software for 
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said equipment data, said software including one or more software 
each software component for performing an optional service, wherein 
software is adapted to restart said monitoring appliance after receiving and 
said configuration data" and "a processor for executing said software in 
;ordance with said configuration data, which is adapted to enable or disable said 
components," as recited and emphasized above in claim 23. 
For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
connected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
for remote control and monitoring." Col. 6, lines 21-24. The chip 36 
implements all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
performance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
clifcnts 30." CoL 6, lines 30-35. 

The Office Action alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan disclosure cited at 
5, lines 49-62 discloses "third means for processing said equipment data in 
with a plurality of optional services, wherein said configuration data is 
adapted to enable or disable said optional services." However, this portion of the 
closure is describing a client 30 and not the single integrated chip 36. Regardless, 
30 does not appear to process equipment data based upon configuration data 
is adapted to enable or disable optional services. At most, Narasimhan teaches 
the chip 36 may be set up for different network interface options, but it clearly 
» to teach or suggest that processing of equipment data is able to be configured in 
with configuration data that is adapted to enable or disable optional 
{, as described in the claim. See cols. 1 1-12, lines 49-39. 

The Office Action further alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan 
losure cited at col. 3, lines 48-52 discloses "wherein said third means includes: 

-21- 
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soft vare for processing said equipment data, said software including one ox more 
soft jvare components, each software component for performing an optional service, 
wh« rein said software is adapted to restart said monitoring appliance after receiving 
and storing said configuration data." This portion of the disclosure is also describing 
the :lient 30. 

The Office Action then alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan disclosure 
citei at col. 5, lines 21-22 discloses "a processor for executing said software in 
acci >rdance with said configuration data, which is adapted to enable or disable said 
soft ware components/' This portion of the disclosure, however, is describing devices 
34 md not the client 30 or single network interface chip 36. Therefore, the Office 
Act on fails to state where the disclosure teaches an appliance for monitoring 
equ pment that includes all of these claimed elements. 

Further, the Office Action acknowledges that Narasimhan fails to teach or 
sug £est the feature "wherein said appliance is adapted to restart upon receiving a 
rest art signal from said communication module," as recited in the claim. However, 
the Office Action alleges that Perholtz discloses the feature. Office Action, page 10. 

Therefore, with regard to Perholtz, it appears to teach at most that a remote 
cox iputer or PC 2 monitors a host PC 10 and in so doing, the remote PC 2 may 
ins|ruct the host PC 10 to restart or re-boot. See col. 12, lines 16-32. This is not 
sim ilar to the present subject matter, since Perholtz fails to teach or suggest that an 
appliance for monitoring equipment is adapted to restart upon receiving a restart 
sigj tal. Rather, Perholtz is more akin to the situation of an equipment device 
resiarting, and not the appliance monitoring the equipment device. Therefore, 
Pet holtz is legally inadequate to disclose the alleged feature. 
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For at least these reasons, a prima facie case establishing an obviousness 
rejection by the proposed combination of Narasimhan in view of Perholtz has not 
beefr made. Therefore, the rejection of claim 23 should be withdrawn. 

f. Claims 24-28, 30-32, and 34-36 

Because independent claim 23 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dep indent claims 24-28, 30-32, and 34-36 (which depend from independent claim 23) 
are allowable as a matter of law for at least the reason that dependent claims 24-28, 
30J2, and 34-36 contain all the elements and features of independent claim 23. For at 
lea$ this reason, the rejections of claims 24-28, 30-32, and 34-36 should be 
withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for the allowability of 
claijns 24-28, 30-32, and 34-36, these dependent claims recite further features and/or 
combinations of features (as is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that 
axelbatentably distinct from the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why 
the! e dependent claims are allowable. 



Claim 37 



As provided in independent claim 37, Applicants claim: 

A system for monitoring office equipment comprising: 

one or mare monitoring appliances adapted to monitor said 
office equipment, each monitoring appliance including: 

a data port for receiving data from said equipment; 

appliance software adapted primarily for monitoring said 
equipment, said software including one or more software 
components, each software component for processing said 
equipment data in accordance with an optional service, wherein said 
optional service includes functionality for monitoring a different 
appliance; 
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a first communication module for receiving a set of 
configuration data adapted to enable or disable said software 
components; 

a first memory for storing said appliance software; and 
a first processor for executing said software in accordance 
with said configuration data; and 
a central server including: 

server software for controlling the communication of data to 
and from said monitoring appliances; 

a first database of configuration data for said monitoiing 
appliances; 

a second memory for storing said server software and said first 
database; 

a second processor for executing said server software; and 
a second communication module for transmitting *said 
configuration. 



(Emphasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 37 allowable for at least 
the Reason that Narasimhan in view of Perholtz does not disclose, teach, or suggest at 
lea; t "each monitoring appliance including . . . appliance software adapted primarily 
for monitoring said equipment, said software including one or more software 
corihponents, each software component for processing said equipment data in 
acordance with an optional service, wherein said optional service includes 
functionality for monitoring a different appliance," "a first communication module for 
receiving a set of configuration data adapted to enable or disable said software 
components," and "a first processor for executing said software in accordance with 
sauj configuration data," as recited and emphasized above in claim 37 

For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
is c onnected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
internet for remote control and monitoring-" Col. 6, lines 21-24. The chip 36 
"implements all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
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pe rformance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
cl|Bnts 30." Col, 6, lines 30-35. 

The Office Action alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan disclosure cited at 
1, lines 62-64 discloses "each monitoring appliance including . . . appliance 
tware adapted primarily for monitoring said equipment, said software including 
3 or more software components, each software component for processing said 
equipment data in accordance with an optional service, wherein said optional service 
functionality for monitoring a different appliance." However, this portion of 
disclosure is describing a web server machine 20 of the background art. 

The portion of the disclosure that allegedly discloses "each monitoring 
appliance including ... a first communication module for receiving a set of 
•i figuration data adapted to enable or disable said software components" is allegedly 
losed by the single network interface chip 36 in FIG. 12. The Office Action fails 
dte where "each monitoring appliance including ... a first processor for executing 
sal t software in accordance with said configuration data" is disclosed. Therefore, the 
Ofi ice Action fails to state where the disclosure teaches an appliance for monitoring 
eqi ipment that includes all of these claimed elements, since the Office Action cites a 
plu|ality of devices to disclose the claimed features. 

Further, in citing the portion of the Narasimhan disclosure that teaches "a 
cer xal server including ... a second processor for executing said server software," the 
Off ice Action cites the single network interface chip 36 that was used as support in 
dis( losing a monitoring appliance, as shown in FIG. 12. See Office Action, page 7. 

It appears, aAt most, Narasimhan teaches that the chip 36 may be set up for 
dif&rent network interface options, but it clearly fails to teach or suggest that 
projessing of equipment data is able to be configured in accordance with 
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cc nfiguration data that is adapted to enable or disable optional service, as described in 
thf claim. See cols. 11-12, lines 49-39. 

Further, the cited art of Perholtz fails to cure the deficiencies of the Narasimhan 
erence in suggesting or teaching all of the claimed features. Therefore, a prima facie 
ca|e establishing an obviousness rejection by the proposed combination of 
Nc rasimhan in view of Perholtz has not been made. Therefore, the rejection of claim 
371 should be withdrawn. 

h. Claims 38-41 

Because independent claim 37 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dependent claims 38-41 (which depend from independent claim 37) are allowable as a 
mt tter of law for at least the reason that dependent claims 38-41 contain all the 
ele tnents and features of independent claim 37. For at least this reason, the rejections 
of |laims 38-41 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for the allowability of 
clams 38-41, these dependent claims recite further features and/or combinations of 
fea ures (as is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that are patentably 
dis met from the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why these dependent 
cla ms are allowable. 



i. Claim 42 

As provided in independent claim 42, Applicants claim: 

A system for monitoring office equipment comprising: 

one or more monitoring appliances adapted to monitor said office 
equipment, each monitoring appliance including: 

a data port for receiving data from said equipment; 

a first communication module for receiving one or more software 
components, each software component for processing said equipment data 
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in accordance with an optional service, and for receiving a set of 
configuration data adapted to enable or disable said software components; 
a first memory for storing said software components; and 
a first processor for executing said software components in 
accordance with said configuration data; and 
a central server including: 

server software for controlling the communication of data to and from 
said monitoring appliances; 

a first database of configuration data for said monitoring appliances; 

a second database of software components for said monitoring 
appliances; 

a second memory for storing said server software and said first and 
second databases; 

a second processor for executing said server software; and 
a second communication module for transmitting said configuration 
data and said software components to said monitoring appliances. 



(Eflriphasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 42 allowable for at least 
reason that Narasimhan in view of Perholtz does not disclose, teach, or suggest at 
lea 5t "each monitoring appliance including . . . a first communication module for 
siving one or more software components, each software component for processing 
equipment data in accordance with an optional service, and for receiving a set of 
figuration data adapted to enable or disable said software components" and "a first 
for executing said software components in accordance with said 
ion data," as recited and emphasized above in claim 42 
For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
connected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
for remote control and monitoring." Col. 6 ? lines 21-24. The chip 36 
all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
per|brmance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
clie its 30," Col. 6, lines 30-35. 
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The Office Action alleges that FIG. 12 of the Narasimhan disclosure discloses 
"e|ch monitoring appliance including ... a first communication module for receiving 
ore or more software components, each software component for processing said 
equipment data in accordance with an optional service, and for receiving a set of 
co ifiguration data adapted to enable or disable said software components" and "a first 
processor for executing said software components in accordance with said 
co figuration data." This portion of the disclosure is describing a single network 
int nface chip 36. 

At most, Narasimhan teaches that the chip 36 may be set up for different 
nei work interface options, but it clearly fails to teach or suggest that processing of 
eqi dpment data is able to be configured in accordance with configuration data that is 
pted to enable or disable optional service, as described in the claim. See cols. 11- 
Iines 49-39. 

Further, in citing the portion of the Narasimhan disclosure that teaches "a 
cet tral server," the Office Action cites the single network interface chip 36 tibat was 
use d as support in disclosing a monitoring appliance referenced in FIG. 1 2. See 
Of ice Action, page 7. Therefore, the Office Action fails to cite where Narasimhan 
dis :loses all of the distinct system components in the claim. 

Further, the cited art of Perholtz fails to cure the deficiencies of the Narasimhan 
ref< rence in suggesting or teaching all of the claimed features. Therefore, * prima facie 
cas s establishing an obviousness rejection by the proposed combination of 
Nay asimhan in view of Perholtz has not been made. Therefore, the rejection of claim 
42 Should be withdrawn. 



ad: 
12 



-28- 



PAGE 29/31 • RCVD AT 2/212006 10:44:24 AM [Eastern Standard Time] ■ SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/24 • DNIS:2738300 « CSID:7709510933 * DURATION (mm-ss):QM0 



02/02/2096 11:48 



7709510933 



the 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 



Application Serial No.: 1 0/683,91 3 
Art Unit: 2863 

j. Claim 43 

As provided in independent claim 43, Applicants claim: 

A method for remotely configuring a monitoring appliance for 
monitoring equipment including the steps of: 

storing a plurality of configurable software components in 
said monitoring appliance, each software component for performing 
a function of said monitoring appliance-, 

storing, in a central server, configuration data that 
determines which software components are enabled or disabled; 

downloading said configuration data from said central server 
to said monitoring appliance; and 

restarting said monitoring appliance with said Software 
components enabled for or disabled from execution in accordance 
with said configuration data. 

! 
i 
i 
i 

(Ei iphasis added). j 

j 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 43 allowable for at least 

j 

reason that Narasimhan in view of Perholtz does not disclose, teacjh, or suggest at 
lea t "storing a plurality of configurable software components in s[nd monitoring 
aptliauce, each software component for performing a function of sjaid monitoring 

app liance," "storing, in a central server, configuration data that detjermines which 

i 

sof ware components are enabled or disabled," "downloading said configuration data 

fro: i said central server to said monitoring appliance," and "restarting sWd monitoring 

f i 
app iance with said software components enabled for or disabled froJn execution in 

acc< auance with said configuration data," as recited and emphasized abive in claim 43 

For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip mat 

is c winected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 

! 

internet for remote control and monitoring." Col. 6, lines 21-24. ! The chip 36 
"implements all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
perf amance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
clier ts 30 " Col. 6, lines 30-35. 
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The Office Action cites the single integrated chip 32 as disclosing the features of 
claim. M indicated above, however, the chip 32 implements network services for 

! 
! 

i|rfacing a device with a network and does not seem to teach or suggest aspects of 
configurable software components that perform functions of a monitoring 

j 

i, where the configuration data determines which software components are 
or disabled. 

Further, the Office Action acknowledges that Narasimhan fails to teach or 
the feature of "restarting said monitoring appliance with! said software 
components enabled for or disabled from execution in accordance with said 
^figuration data," as recited in the claim. However, the Office Action alleges that 

j 

discloses the feature. Office Action, page 10. 

i 

With regard to Perholtz, it appears to teach at most that a remote computer or 
2 monitors a host PC 10 and in so doing, the remote PC 2 may instruct the host PC 
;o restart or re-boot See col. 12, lines 16-32. This is not similat to the present 
ect matter, since Perholtz fails to teach or suggest that an appliance! for monitoring 
equipment is adapted to restart upon receiving a restart signal. RatfWr, Perholtz is 
akin to the situation of an equipment device restarting, and not the appliance 
monitoring the equipment device. Therefore, Perholtz is legally j inadequate to 
ose the alleged feature. j 

For at least these reasons, a prima facie case establishing an obviousness 
rejsftion by the proposed combination of Narasimhan in view of Perholtz has not 
made. Therefore, the rejection of claim 43 should be withdrawn. I 
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